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Reply to Office action of February 23, 2004 

REMARKS / ARGUMENTS 

On page 2 of the Office action, claims 7-12 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 101 as claiming the same invention as that of 
claims 1-6, respectively, of prior U.S. Patent No. 6,659,118. 
Claims 7-12 are cancelled without prejudice. 

On pages 2-3 of the Office action, claims 1-6 are rejected 
under a judicially created doctrine of obviousness -type double 
patenting as being unpatentable over claim 1 of Lane in view of 
Limage. Applicant respectfully traverses the rejection. Limage 
relates to a fluidic vortex throttling valve integrated with a 
fluid intake for a gas turbine, or other flow through propulsion 
system. Col. 1, lines 73-75. Referring to the space between 
the engine pod or nacelle 21 and the variable diameter center 
body 23, 24, 25, 26, there does not appear to be a "flow pattern 
in the annular space such that material flowing from the inlet 
conduit into the outer barrel will circulate around the inner 
barrel," as recited in claim 1 of the present application. 
Because Limage appears to have a different flow pattern than 
that described in claim 1 of the present application, 
particularly at the closed end 23 of the inner barrel of Limage, 
a person skilled in the art would not combine the teachings of 
Lane and Limage to arrive at claim 1. Accordingly, applicant 
respectfully requests that the rejection of claims 1-6 under the 
judicially created doctrine of obviousness -type double patenting 
be withdrawn. 
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In view of the above, applicant respectfully requests 
reconsideration of the application and the allowance of claims 



1-6. 



Respectfully submitted, 



CHRISTIE, PARKER & HALE, LLP 




Mark Garscia 
Reg. No. 31,953 
626/795-9900 



MEG/cks 

CKS PAS580930.1-*-08/23/04 4:18 PM 



-6- 



/ 



